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Dear Rouan, 

•^“our oolaun ac it a;;: '.eared in v;kit 1 believo is a ai:udl, rural Iventucl^y paper 

I 

of •‘■’ebiArary 9 is li jaded, '*J/.unos Dixvl Hay Should Got q ^rial." /Uiien! 

*^n it you do not share tho conunon inisunderstambln^?;, your v/ords,‘'even if he 
gets a ^ow (sic) trial it probably wrnild no.t produco the shocldLng facts and evi- 
dence tliat tho hiiijc; family hopes for.'* 'Tk(^ 

You also refer to a “possible conspiracy to kill j^ng^" arr d-it is v/ithout 
q.tliestion the already-ostab!Lislied fact* But I thu/^c, from my ov;n extensive ex- 
perience not only in V7rit;lng :^ut tiiia bu|^as Hay*s investigator in the early 
19YOs, tliat th0?e was no official involvoriient of any IcLnc^vjith him, particularly 
not as you liavo ample reason to suspect, by the FBI* apej/ith hysteria# 

^y was captuqjed despite tl]( FBI* 

You refer to FBI records to which you had access* -^hose relatihg^ to 
tlMs matter got into the public domain throu/'ch my FOIA 3 *iwsuit f fjr them, CA 
79-1996* I dbubt you liad the time to road all I force^w^f^ll 
but anyone con liave access to niy copies and ^o our copier* 

I also have more tha.n tiie FBI disclosed, n\y own work, and that also others 
can have,/!# 

To a degree I have kept up vdth recent developments. I hope the courts i)er- 
mi.t the testing of that rifle. I am not familiar with this nowkest but if wliat 
was tmo of other tests is true of it, Idio ropc^|ted firings of tliat rifle by 
tho house assassins commilttee in particular may rnalce a definitive conclusion 

i 

impossi!iblo from it#Hoi/ovor, tho G:cistirig evidence th^it is largely unlaiown is 
tliat tliat rifle could not have been {ysed in theo’imo* 

Please excudo ii.y typing* lUa 04, in impaired health and it cannot be any 
bettor* ^ 

As Hay’s investigator I did the investigating for the liabeas corpus in 
v/liich wo prevailed and then for the two weeks of evidentiary hearing v;e got as 
a resuit* It was in fode^.’al district court in ^‘^mphis# V/ith senio^ ounsel 
abroad Junior counsel, Jim jj^esar, and did tho limited discovery permitted 
and liad t^ prepare for tho hearing* took the law, Y the evidence# 

\/ith Ikiy’s lawyer who put liim aviay^-'-^ercy Forenvani then the country’s most 
famous criminal Lawyer, I decn^ed that to prove he did not give"^Sf§J^ffective 



^ ^ JL 

assistance as counsel, one of tho bases of tho ^uest for tlie trial, the only 

wa^wou|d be to ti^ tl.io cluirges agaiii^jt ^^ay ai'id disprove them* T’J^is is wiiat 



WG did. 1 have the atanocrapliio tiVinscriptw , as does losar, whose office pliono is 

1921, He alGo hao aii oXTico at Ms homo, 30l/657-'l-298* 

TJio pliony Liberal ;jud{^e laoroly decided the opposite of the evidence. 

After my book •‘■‘'rarae-Up apparod I \/ent to your office jji an effort to seek 
y6ur assistance in /-ottiiu^ tlio trial. 1 bociune Uay’s invosti{?aTor after tiiat 
book appcfp7ed. ^ou ./oro ntjt in yoiu* offico. Leaar was witli me. bo told your 
asoistanc wliac ho v/ould listen to. I'd hoped to hear from you but never did. 

Sirnj.larly^ when it could and 1 tMnlv would have made a difference > it was 
not possible to fjet the SCLC to interest itself. Senior counsel spoek to /Irs. 

Hinf;; ior me. btje roX erred mo to tj ^|0 uachtel law office in l^vr York. I v/ent there, 
aot no far Jiur tlirm the reception desk, and later he liad a lav 7 student phone mo. 
1‘liat was tho end of t:iat. I sent oopios|of j-*‘came-Up to several at SCLG and sojao 
of the meiribors oXits radio .staff also did. ^’^o reaction ar all. 

You fslinuld nloo undorotmid, 1 tki.nl!:, wkit the record fof’ hlrjtory does 
show, th'it tlK.'se in tho •‘■'epartnont of JMstlce^ anxious to wipo tho whole tiling out 
inposod on tho trust of I'lrs. jung and SdlXl Ifjadoro in telling them tliat if Ray 
did not accept tho deal oifex'od he v/ould be electrodutod, /^ot only was thoro no 
case aga:lnst "-ay at ^ai, ojv.l ploaoo take tl\is as ± intend it, literally, there 
was in those dtiys no poss;i.bilit^aT all of any enforced doatli sentence. 

1 liave no reason to believe tliat femdey Clark was part o:f. tliis and every 
reason to believe that the FBI told liini it had a solid ctise. 

I hopo|bho appeals court grants the right to tost that rifle and th.at tho 
results of tliat tost are definitive. But oven if so that will not and camiot 
address wliat 1 bctrf.n (iUotln,!; from your coluim, -“'rom my Icnowledge of the case 
"■ay cannot identify those who did the IcLlling, and those for v;hom they 

did. I'liis is becauso tho crime itself was never investigateg^and because Ray 
i?TO^not infoiraed.or in any position to leari^. 

(On tins, hov.'over, thersi arc some Interesting FBI records that I learnod 
about before getting- them froni tho FBI tliat might roflott who was boliind it. 

'fhe FBI o.L course, ignored that.) 

•C would li.ko to boliove that there is a lilcolihood .©^raore information 
being developed d.n court tlia/y ^ was rosponsiblo for but I do not now liave that ■ 
hope. liovVever, between those hairing transcripts and the records I got by FOIA 
litigation ni^ considerable amount j^of information is available ami. I'd like veiy 
much ior it to be used and for the^^ng family to b^ aviaro of it. When 1 can^t 
make it available it will be part of a free public archive at local /^od •College. 

SiiYcorcly 




arold V/eisbet^ y' 



